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procedures from developing and using
procedures which are in accord with
these guidelines.

§ 60–3.12 Retesting of applicants.
Users should provide a reasonable op-

portunity for retesting and reconsider-
ation. Where examinations are admin-
istered periodically with public notice,
such reasonable opportunity exists, un-
less persons who have previously been
tested are precluded from retesting.
The user may however take reasonable
steps to preserve the security of its
procedures.

§ 60–3.13 Affirmative action.
A. Affirmative action obligations. The

use of selection procedures which have
been validated pursuant to these guide-
lines does not relieve users of any obli-
gations they may have to undertake af-
firmative action to assure equal em-
ployment opportunity. Nothing in
these guidelines is intended to preclude
the use of lawful selection procedures
which assist in remedying the effects of
prior discriminatory practices, or the
achievement of affirmative action ob-
jectives.

B. Encouragement of voluntary affirma-
tive action programs. These guidelines
are also intended to encourage the
adoption and implementation of vol-
untary affirmative action programs by
users who have no obligation under
Federal law to adopt them; but are not
intended to impose any new obligations
in that regard. The agencies issuing
and endorsing these guidelines endorse
for all private employers and reaffirm
for all governmental employers the
Equal Employment Opportunity Co-
ordinating Council’s ‘‘Policy State-
ment on Affirmative Action Programs
for State and Local Government Agen-
cies’’ (41 FR 38814, September 13, 1976).
That policy statement is attached
hereto as appendix, section 17.

TECHNICAL STANDARDS

§ 60–3.14 Technical standards for va-
lidity studies.

The following minimum standards, as
applicable, should be met in conduct-
ing a validity study. Nothing in these
guidelines is intended to preclude the
development and use of other profes-

sionally acceptable techniques with re-
spect to validation of selection proce-
dures. Where it is not technically fea-
sible for a user to conduct a validity
study, the user has the obligation oth-
erwise to comply with these guidelines.
See sections 6 and 7 of this part.

A. Validity studies should be based on
review of information about the job. Any
validity study should be based upon a
review of information about the job for
which the selection procedure is to be
used. The review should include a job
analysis except as provided in section
14B(3) of this section with respect to
criterion-related validity. Any method
of job analysis may be used if it pro-
vides the information required for the
specific validation strategy used.

B. Technical standards for criterion-re-
lated validity studies—(1) Technical fea-
sibility. Users choosing to validate a se-
lection procedure by a criterion-related
validity strategy should determine
whether it is technically feasible (as
defined in section 16) to conduct such a
study in the particular employment
context. The determination of the
number of persons necessary to permit
the conduct of a meaningful criterion-
related study should be made by the
user on the basis of all relevant infor-
mation concerning the selection proce-
dure, the potential sample and the em-
ployment situation. Where appropriate,
jobs with substantially the same major
work behaviors may be grouped to-
gether for validity studies, in order to
obtain an adequate sample. These
guidelines do not require a user to hire
or promote persons for the purpose of
making it possible to conduct a cri-
terion-related study.

(2) Analysis of the job. There should be
a review of job information to deter-
mine measures of work behavior(s) or
performance that are relevant to the
job or group of jobs in question. These
measures or criteria are relevant to the
extent that they represent critical or
important job duties, work behaviors
or work outcomes as developed from
the review of job information. The pos-
sibility of bias should be considered
both in selection of the criterion meas-
ures and their application. In view of
the possibility of bias in subjective
evaluations, supervisory rating tech-
niques and instructions to raters
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